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Abstract

The probability that a configuration of a physical system reacts, or transitions from one
metastable state to another, is quantified by the committor function. This function contains
richly detailed mechanistic information about transition pathways, but a full parameterization
of the committor requires building representing a high-dimensional function, a generically chal-
lenging task. Recent efforts to leverage neural networks as a means to solve high-dimensional
partial differential equations, often called “physics-informed” machine learning, have brought
the committor into computational reach. Here, we build on the semigroup approach to learning
the committor and assess its utility for predicting dynamical quantities such as transition rates.
We show that a careful reframing of the objective function and improved adaptive sampling
strategies provide highly accurate representations of the committor. Furthermore, by directly
applying the Hill relation, we show that these committors provide accurate transition rates for
molecular system.

1 Introduction

A statistically representative collection of transition pathways in a condensed phase molecular sys-
tem can yield profound physical insight about a complex reaction [1]. Experimentally characterizing
reaction pathways with atomistic resolution in biophysical systems, however, is exceedingly difficult
due to the disparate time scales and collective molecular fluctuations at play. Molecular dynamics
simulation provides a toolkit that, in principle, provides a window into these dynamical events,
but the temporal and spatial scales accessible with atomic resolution molecular dynamics lead to
a complementary set of challenges. The kinetics of many molecular processes of interest are domi-
nated by rare events inaccessible to current computational methods, and dimensionality reduction
and approximations must thus be invoked [2].

Contemporary enhanced sampling methodology is sophisticated and diverse, but most mod-
ern methods still rely on low dimensional reaction coordinates [3] which can limit the accuracy of
resulting free energy surfaces. Alternative approaches based on estimating high-dimensional com-
mittor [4–12] functions have recently gained traction due to the efficacy of neural networks as rep-
resentations of high-dimensional functions. In large part, efforts to produce a representation of the
committor have used data collected from enhanced sampling simulations, e.g., metadynamics [13]
that incorporate a low-dimensional reaction coordinate, or have leveraged data from transition path
sampling to optimize a representation of the committor [10], which is itself nontrivial to collect.

Efficient data acquisition that is unbiased by a choice of reaction coordinate remains a signifi-
cant bottleneck for these calculations, and our previous work [14] incorporates adaptive importance
sampling, which guides sampling using the online approximation of the committor function. The
variational objective function in that work and others [4, 5, 14], however, requires diffusive, over-
damped Langevin dynamics, which renders it inapplicable to most condensed phase molecular
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dynamics simulations, as underdamped dynamics is used to improve numerical stability. An al-
ternative that avoids this constraint appears in Li et al. [7], but still requires the Dirichlet form
and Boltzmann sampling. Similarly, Chen et al. [15] uses a semigroup formulation for the commit-
tor, representing the solution as the minimizer of a Boltzmann weighted mean-squared loss. These
works formulate the committor using the Markov semigroup for the dynamics after some lag time 𝜏,
which ensures Markovianity and yields a stable objective. Using a stopped transition operator [16],
Strahan et al. [8] showed that the committor can be formulated as the solution of a Feynman-Kac
equation which uses a mean-squared error but, crucially, does not require Boltzmann reweighting,
tremendously simplifying evaluation of the objective. Still, the utility of representations trained
with these approaches has not yet been thoroughly examined, especially in the setting of molecular
simulations.

Here, we characterize the use of self-consistent committor optimization with active importance
sampling and assess whether the representation can be made sufficiently accurate to compute tran-
sition rates. We characterize the performance in two minimal benchmark systems to analyze the
effect of the assumptions we make, while also having a clear ground truth comparison. We obtain
highly accurate rate estimates, typically an exceedingly challenging task for molecular simula-
tions [17, 18]. Because our approach does not postulate a low dimensional reaction coordinate, it
has the ability to simultaneously represent multiple reaction channels.

We use the Hill relation [19] to estimate transition rates, consistent with standard practice in
algorithms like adaptive multi-level splitting. However, we find that rate estimates are extremely
sensitive to imprecision in the committor near each metastable basin, because the inverse of the
committor appears in the estimator. To overcome this, we develop and employ a biased estimator for
the committor; interestingly, as we demonstrate both analytically and numerically, the bias in this
estimator can be controlled with modest sample sizes. While the Hill relation applies most simply to
the setting of single barrier crossing kinetics, we also test our approach on an example that features
significant intermediate metastability. Rate estimates are more computationally demanding in this
setting but still accurate, and the additional information provided by the committor produces useful
insight into the reaction pathways.

2 Theory

We consider a system with position and momenta coordinates (𝒙, 𝒑) ∈ Ω ⊂ R𝑑 ×R𝑑 evolving under
a stochastic dynamics in which the stationary probability measure of the configurational degrees
of freedom is given by the Gibbs-Boltzmann probability measure,

𝜇(𝑑𝒙) = 𝑍−1(𝛽)𝑒−𝛽𝑈 (𝒙)d𝒙 (1)

where 𝛽 = 1/(𝑘B𝑇) and 𝑈 : R𝑑 → R is the potential energy and 𝑍 =
∫
Ω
𝑒
−𝛽 (𝑈 (𝒙)+12 𝒑

𝑇M−1𝒑)d𝒙d 𝒑 is
the partition function and M is the mass matrix. For molecular systems, we typically work with
underdamped Langevin dynamics,{

d𝒙𝑡 = 𝒑𝑡d𝑡

d 𝒑𝑡 = −∇𝑈 (𝒙𝑡 )d𝑡 − 𝛾 𝒑𝑡 +
√︁
2𝛾𝛽−1d𝑾𝑡

(2)

where the initial positions are sampled from some initial distribution 𝒙0 ∼ 𝜌0 and the momenta is
selected from a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution 𝒑0 ∼ 𝜌MB(𝛽).

We now develop the variational formulation of the partial differential equation defining the
probability of a reactive event. Throughout, we focus on a transition from one metastable state
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𝐴 ⊂ Ω to a distinct state 𝐵 ⊂ Ω \ 𝐴. We assume 𝐴 and 𝐵 are open, bounded subsets of Ω. The
transition rate between 𝐴 and 𝐵 can be expressed in terms of hitting times

𝜏𝑆 (𝒙0) = inf
𝑡
{𝒙𝒙0

𝑡 ∈ 𝑆} (3)

where 𝑆 ⊂ Ω and 𝒙𝒙
𝑡 is the solution to initial condition 𝒙0. For a given configuration, the probability

of reacting 𝐴 → 𝐵 is quantified through the forward committor function [20],

𝑞+(𝒙) = P
[
𝜏𝐵 (𝒙) < 𝜏𝐴(𝒙)

]
. (4)

where the path measure P is determined by the choice of stochastic dynamics. The backward
committor function is defined analogously; when the dynamics is reversible, 𝑞+ = 1 − 𝑞− and
henceforth we denote 𝑞 := 𝑞+ because we only consider equilibrium transitions in this work. The
phase space committor, 𝑞, solves a high-dimensional Dirichlet problem,

(L𝑞) (𝒙, 𝒑) = 0 𝒙 ∈ Ω \ (𝐴 ∪ 𝐵),
𝑞(𝒙, 𝒑) = 0 𝒙 ∈ 𝐴,

𝑞(𝒙, 𝒑) = 1 𝒙 ∈ 𝐵,

(5)

with the infinitesimal generator

L = 𝒑 · ∇𝒒 − ∇𝒙 ·𝑈 (𝒙)∇𝒑 + 𝛾

(
− 𝒑∇𝒑 + 𝛽−1Δ𝒑

)
. (6)

The generator (6) is Markovian and hence provides enabling the representation for the backward
Kolmogorov equation (5) [21]. We have shown that even high-dimensional committor functions
can be determined using active importance sampling and a neural network ansatz [6] using a PINN
loss [22], but only in the case of overdamped dynamics. For molecular systems, this equation could
be solved directly with the infinitesimal generator for underdamped Langevin by extending the
committor to the full phase space coordinates.

Generally, we want to analyze the commitment probabilities in state space, rather than the full
phase space, which motivates a distinct approach that we outline now. If we introduce a sufficiently
large lag time 𝜏, we can define an associated Markovian propagator in the state space

P𝜏 𝑓 (𝒙) = E[ 𝑓 (𝑿𝒙
𝜏)], (7)

where P𝜏 is the Markov semigroup operator associated with the dynamics and 𝑓 : Ω → R is some
observable. In principle, a posteriori checks to ensure that the propagator is Markovian on the
timescale 𝜏 could be carried out if there is ambiguity. In the results shown below, we evaluate the
accuracy of the committor without directly checking the Markovianity of the propagator on the
timescale 𝜏.

Using the Markovian semigroup [7] provides an alternative to (5) and allows a distinct expression
for the committor,

𝑞(𝒙) = E[𝑞(𝑿𝒙
𝜏)] ≡ P𝜏𝑞(𝒙), 𝑥 ∈ Ω \ (𝐴 ∪ 𝐵), (8)

where the expectation is computed over dynamical trajectories of duration 𝜏. This equation quan-
tifies the intuitive relation that the average value of the committor for a collection of trajectories
{𝒙𝒙0

𝜏 } evolving independently from the initial condition 𝒙0 must equal the committor of 𝒙0. The
relation is clearest in the limit 𝜏 ≫ 𝜏𝐵 (𝒙0), because in this case the right-hand side of (8) is directly
an empirical estimate of the fraction of trajectories that first hit 𝐵. The expression (8) is a particu-
lar instantiation of a Feynman-Kac equation, and the general strategy for solving equations of this
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Figure 1: (a) Equilibrium simulations (black lines) are initiated in each basin, and configurations
that exit the boundaries 𝜒𝐴 and 𝜒𝑏 (red dots) are collected, along with the mean time between
exits. (b) From each exit configuration, swarms of trajectories are launched and their endpoints
(black borders) are used to train the committor. The sampling points from which the next swarm
will be generated (red borders) are chosen from previous swarm endpoints based on their estimated
committor values. Once an unbiased transition path is sampled, the algorithm repeats starting with
a new exit configuration. (c) After many iterations, this algorithm collects many samples in the
transition state region (blue borders) and an accurate global committor is learned; the committor
is then evaluated at the exit configurations from (a) (red borders) and combined with the mean
exit time to compute a rate estimate via (9).

type with a neural network ansatz was first developed in Ref. [8]. When the dynamics is described
by a time-homogeneous Markov process, the transition semigroup can be written in terms of an
infinitesimal generator, L where P𝜏 = 𝑒𝜏L. In the limit 𝜏 ↓ 0, this recovers (5).

While the committor is often heralded as the “ideal reaction coordinate”, it also enables ef-
ficient estimates of transition rates [23]. To estimate rates, we employ the Hill relation [19, 24],
which decomposes the transition rate into an outward flux from basin 𝐴, denoted 𝑗𝐴− and reactive
probabilities at the boundary,

𝑘𝐴𝐵 = 𝑗𝐴−

∫
𝜒𝐴

𝑞(𝒙)d𝒙. (9)

This formalism is closely related to the widely used forward flux sampling algorithm [25], transition
interface sampling [2, 26], and adaptive multi-level splitting [27]. In each of these approaches, the
integral on the right-hand side of (9) is estimated by reweighting transitions between a sequence of
interfaces. With a direct parameterization of the committor, however, this estimate is considerably
simpler. The general computational approach is illustrated in Fig. 1 and discussed in detail in
Sec. 4.

In this work, we optimize a variational objective to solve (8) using a neural network ansatz for the
committor function 𝑞 in the configuration space for biomolecular systems, allowing rate estimates
using (9). To do so, we must create an objective function that, when minimized, satisfies (8). In
particular, we represent the committor as a parametric function, 𝑞𝜃 : Ω → [0, 1] and solve

𝑞★ = min
𝜃

𝐿 (𝜃). (10)

Producing an objective function for (8) is straightforward in this case; previous works [8, 15] have
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used a mean-squared error. Our approach differs in an important way, we instead use a mean-
squared discrepancy on the log-committor so that

𝐿 (𝜃) = 1

2

∫
Ω

(
log(𝑞𝜃 (𝒙)) − log(TΩc

𝜏 𝑞𝜃 (𝒙))
)2
d𝜈(𝒙), (11)

where the expectation is computed over initial conditions drawn from some sampling distribution
𝜈 which is not necessarily the equilibrium measure 𝜇. In this equation, TΩc

𝜏 denotes the stopped
transition operator [16], which terminates when hitting 𝐴 ∪ 𝐵; formally, it is defined as E 𝑓 (𝑿𝒙

𝑡 )
where 𝑡 = min [𝜏, 𝜏𝐴∪𝐵 (𝒙)]. While (11) carries a statistical bias, we show in Sec. 3, that this bias is
controlled and, in fact, as detailed below, the use of this biased loss improves our rate estimates.

3 Logarithmic Committor Loss

Accurately estimating transition rates is the central goal of our approach, which in turn requires
accurate committor probabilities near the reactant state 𝐴.When the timescale for a typical reaction
to occur is much longer than the molecular relaxation time, typical committor values near the
metastable state 𝐴 will concentrate near zero. Therefore, the logarithmic difference between 𝑞𝜃 (𝒙)
and P𝜏𝑞𝜃 (𝒙) in the objective scales these small probabilities to prioritize this region of configuration
space.

The success of our algorithm at predicting the committor in regions close to the basins relies
on the logarithmic bias in (11), and we analyze this bias to show that it is controlled. Using (8),
the action of the semigroup can be estimated by the unbiased sample mean, giving

𝑞(𝒙) ≈ 1

𝑛

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑞(𝒙𝒙,𝑖
𝜏 ) ≔ 𝑞(𝒙) (12)

for a collection of 𝑖 endpoints 𝒙𝒙,𝑖
𝜏 of trajectories of duration 𝜏 initialized from 𝒙. Taking the

logarithm of both sides yields our estimator for the logarithm of the committor

log 𝑞(𝒙) ≈ log

(
1

𝑛

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑞(𝒙𝒙,𝑖
𝜏 )

)
= log 𝑞(𝒙). (13)

However, this estimator is biased, as is revealed by Jensen’s inequality,

E[log 𝑞(𝒙)] ≤ log
(
E[𝑞(𝒙)]

)
= log 𝑞(𝒙). (14)

We aim to show that this bound is tight for the committor, or, equivalently, that the “Jensen gap”,

E[log 𝑞(𝒙)]
log

(
E[𝑞(𝒙)]

) ≈ 1. (15)

To show this, we assume that for 𝑛 large enough, the Central Limit Theorem (CLT) assures

that 𝑞(𝒙) is normally distributed with mean 𝑞(𝒙) and variance 𝜎2

𝑛
, where 𝜎2(𝒙) is the variance of

the committor evaluated at the end of a trajectory of fixed length 𝜏 initialized at 𝒙. In the case
of the committor, which takes on bounded non-negative values, the coefficient of variation for the
collection of trajectory endpoints is bounded above by the sample size [28],

𝜎(𝒙)
𝑞(𝒙) ≤

√
𝑛, (16)
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Figure 2: (𝑎) Relative error in the second-order Taylor approximation (18) for the sample mean
estimator 𝑞 of exponential random variables (chosen to maximize the coefficient of variation at
small 𝑞) at various means 𝑞 and sample sizes 𝑛. (𝑏) Coefficient of variation for the sample mean
estimator 𝑞 for the same set of exponential variables. (𝑐) Jensen gap for the same set of exponential
variables, with upper bounds (20) and (21). The variables shown overshoot the low-𝑞 bound due to
small underestimates in the Taylor approximation; dividing the bound by the relative error in the
approximation corrects this. (𝑑) Coefficient of variation for sets of trajectory endpoints generated
by our algorithm in a two-channel potential. The coefficient clearly respects a large-𝑞 bound.
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and, accordingly, the bound on the coefficient of variation for the estimator 𝑞 is

𝜎(𝒙)
√
𝑛𝑞(𝒙)

≤ 1. (17)

As a result, we can expand log 𝑞(𝒙) around its mean 𝑞(𝒙) to obtain,

E[log 𝑞(𝒙)] = E[𝑞(𝒙)] + E
[
𝑞(𝒙) − 𝑞(𝒙)]

𝑞(𝒙)

]
− E

[
(𝑞(𝒙) − 𝑞(𝒙))2

2𝑞(𝒙)2

]
+ . . .

≈ log 𝑞(𝒙) − 𝜎2(𝒙)
2𝑛𝑞(𝒙)2

(18)

The Jensen gap then reduces to

E[log 𝑞(𝒙)]
log(E[𝑞(𝒙)]) ≈

log(𝑞(𝒙)) − 𝜎2 (𝒙)
2𝑛𝑞 (𝒙)2

log(𝑞(𝒙)) = 1 − 𝜎2(𝒙)
2𝑛𝑞(𝒙)2 log(𝑞(𝒙)) , (19)

and due to the bound on the coefficient of variation (17), the upper bound as a function of 𝑞(𝒙) is
E[log(𝑞(𝒙))]
log(E[𝑞(𝒙)]) ≤ 1 − 1

2 log(𝑞(𝒙)) . (20)

For points near the basin, where 𝑞(𝒙) ≪ 1, the Jensen gap ensures that the bias is well controlled.
It may appear from this bound that the use of the logarithmic objective is inappropriate for large
values of 𝑞(𝒙); however, as 𝑞(𝒙) becomes larger, stricter bounds on the coefficient of variation
(16) become applicable. Specifically, the bounded nature of the committor restricts the endpoint

variance 𝜎2(𝒙) to no greater than 𝑞(𝒙) (1−𝑞(𝒙)); this bounds the coefficient of variation by
√︃

1−𝑞 (𝒙)
𝑞 (𝒙)

leading to another upper bound on the Jensen gap

E[log(𝑞(𝒙))]
log(E[𝑞(𝒙)]) ≤ 1 − 1 − 𝑞(𝒙)

2𝑛𝑞(𝒙) log(𝑞(𝒙)) (21)

which is loose at small 𝑞(𝒙) but is tighter than (20) at larger values. For example, at the transition
state, where 𝑞(𝒙) = 1 − 𝑞(𝒙) = 0.5, the upper bound becomes

E[log(𝑞(𝒙))]
log(E[𝑞(𝒙)]) ≤ 1 + 1

2𝑛 log(2) , (22)

which is negligible for large n.
By identifying the intersection of the bounds (20) and (21), an absolute upper bound inde-

pendent of 𝑞(𝒙) can be calculated. The intersection occurs when the two upper bounds on the
coefficients of variation coincide

√
𝑛 =

√︄
1 − 𝑞(𝒙)
𝑞(𝒙) → 𝑞(𝒙) = 1

𝑛 + 1
, (23)

leading to the absolute bound

E[log(𝑞(𝒙))]
log(E[𝑞(𝒙)]) ≤ 1 + 1

2 log(𝑛 + 1) . (24)

Surprisingly, the bias is at a maximum at this intermediate value of 𝑞(𝒙), and ameliorates slowly
as 𝑞(𝒙) → 0 and sharply as 𝑞(𝒙) → 1, as shown in Figure 2.

Although the bias is bounded, there is a systematic underestimate of 𝑞(𝒙) present on the order
of a few percent. Because we symmetrize our loss function (25) in practice, this ultimately suggests
that our learned committor 𝑞𝜃 (𝒙) may be slightly more peaked around the transition state than
the true committor, leading to a slight underestimation of rates in both directions.

7



4 Computational Details

We optimize the committor and estimate the rate “on-the-fly”. The algorithm we employ combines
local sampling within the reactant and product basins with importance sampling to obtain data
for the committor away from the basins. This section systematically outlines the computational
approach and details how we integrate the committor update with the rate estimates. The algorithm
we use requires many independent simulations of short, “swarm” trajectories [29], which are trivially
parallelizable.

First, an equilibrium simulation is run in each basin until each trajectory has exited the basin
𝑁exit times. Each time the trajectory exits the basin, its configuration and the time at which the
exit took place are stored. This information constitutes an ensemble of points sampled from the
basin boundaries 𝜒𝐴 and 𝜒𝐵 and exit times that can be used to calculate the fluxes 𝑗𝐴− and 𝑗𝐵− .
The uncertainty in these estimates, and subsequently the uncertainty in the estimated transition
rate, depends on the number of exit events observed.

The importance sampling scheme we employ selects points from one boundary ensemble and
attempts to sample points along a reactive trajectory, eventually sampling points near the opposite
basin. First, a boundary configuration 𝒙𝑖 from one basin is chosen uniformly at random, from
which a swarm of 𝑘 independent trajectories 𝒙𝒙𝑖 , 𝑗

𝜏 is initiated and evolved. The sample 𝒙𝑖 and the
endpoints of each trajectory in its associated swarm 𝒙𝒙𝑖 , 𝑗

𝜏 are saved and used to train the committor
𝑞𝜃 via 𝑛iter iterations of stochastic gradient descent on the symmetrized objective

𝐿𝑛,𝑘,𝜏 (𝜃) =
1

2𝑛

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

(
log(𝑞𝜃 (𝒙𝑖)) − log( 1

𝑘

𝑘∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑞𝜃 (𝒙𝒙𝑖 , 𝑗
𝜏 ))

)2
+ 1

2𝑛

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

(
log(1 − 𝑞𝜃 (𝒙𝑖)) − log( 1

𝑘

𝑘∑︁
𝑗=1

1 − 𝑞𝜃 (𝒙𝒙𝑖 , 𝑗
𝜏 ))

)2
.

(25)

where the conditions 𝑞𝜃 (𝒙 ∈ 𝐴) = 0 and 𝑞𝜃 (𝒙 ∈ 𝐵) = 1 are enforced explicitly. This estimator
requires sampling 𝑘 trajectories from the same initial condition 𝒙𝑖, which is straightforward in
molecular simulations. Nevertheless, this requirement can be relaxed, as pointed out in [9]. It
is also important to note that in our implementation, we detach the ”target” committor value
1
𝑘

∑𝑘
𝑗=1 𝑞𝜃 (𝒙𝒙𝑖 , 𝑗

𝜏 )) from the computational graph and treat it as a nonparametric value. Thus,
gradient updates are based only on the ”estimate” 𝑞𝜃 (𝒙𝑖). While in theory it is possible to re-
compute 1

𝑘

∑𝑘
𝑗=1 𝑞𝜃 (𝒙𝒙𝑖 , 𝑗

𝜏 )) periodically during this training process as the committor evolves, we
choose to compute it only once at the outset of each training step to ensure stability.

Our algorithm chooses the next sampling point 𝒙𝑖+1 as the swarm endpoint 𝒙𝒙𝑖 , 𝑗
𝜏 with the

highest committor value under 𝑞𝜃 . This algorithm resembles forward propagation strategies that
underlie forward flux sampling and steered transition path sampling [2, 26, 27, 30]. Another swarm
is generated from 𝒙𝑖+1, and the committor is updated again based on a dataset now consisting of
𝑖 + 1 sampled points and their associated swarms. This process continues iteratively, with the next
configuration chosen from the set of all previously sampled trajectory endpoints, the configuration
with highest committor value being chosen as the next sample. Allowing the algorithm to sample a
configuration from any previous swarm affords flexibility in the construction of a transition pathway
as the committor 𝑞𝜃 evolves and estimates of transition probabilities change.

As the committor evolves and we sample configurations with larger estimated committor val-
ues, members of a swarm should terminate in the basin opposite the basin from which the original
sample 𝒙𝑖 was drawn. When we reach this point, the algorithm has sampled configurations in an
intermediate region of state space connecting basins 𝐴 and 𝐵. We refer to this collection of samples
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connecting the basins as one sampling “chain”. Next, to continue to facilitate sampling in interme-
diate regions of state space, a new boundary sample is randomly drawn and a new chain of samples
is generated. After we acquire new samples, the committor 𝑞𝜃 is updated using stochastic gradient
descent, evaluating the loss function (25) on all previously sampled configurations. Crucially, when
choosing the next configuration in a given chain, our algorithm only considers swarm endpoints gen-
erated from the current chain, and not previous chains. This prevents sampling from concentrating
near the opposite basin and encourages exploration of other potential reaction pathways.

In practice, we find that it is helpful to simultaneously sample points originating from both
basins 𝐴 and 𝐵. This allows the committor to learn the boundary conditions 𝑞𝜃 (𝒙 ∈ 𝐴) = 0 and
𝑞𝜃 (𝒙 ∈ 𝐵) = 1 at the outset of sampling, as we do not enforce these boundary conditions explicitly
in the objective as in other approaches [4, 7, 14]. Thus, in one iteration of our algorithm, we collect
two sample points, each associated with a chain originating from each basin.

At any point in this process, rates 𝑘𝐴𝐵 and 𝑘𝐵𝐴 can be estimated in an online manner using
(9); the flux is estimated from the initial equilibrium simulation, and mean committor value on
the boundary basin can be estimated by evaluating 𝑞𝜃 on the associated boundary ensemble. The
convergence of the rate estimates for both transitions is a useful proxy for the convergence of 𝑞𝜃

itself, and we demonstrate below that rate estimates generated by this algorithm converge stably
in applications to biomolecular systems.

5 Results and Discussion

We applied our methodology to two benchmark systems to assess the assumptions of the algorithm.
We chose these relatively simple examples because ground truth rates from unbiased simulations are
straightforward to estimate. We represent the committor with a minimalistic neural network ansatz
because we wanted to focus attention on the sampling procedure. We embed the coordinates using
a flattened vector of all pairwise distances: for alanine dipeptide, we used only heavy atoms, leading
to an input dimension 𝑑 = 45; for Aib9, we used all atoms alongside its 18 dihedral angles leading
to an input dimension 𝑑 = 8274. We used a multilayer perceptron with three hidden layers and 100
neurons per layer using a leaky ReLU nonlinear activation function to represent the committor 𝑞.
Because the output represents a probability, we pass the final output through a sigmoid function
to ensure that the range is (0, 1).

5.1 Case study: Overdamped versus Underdamped Dynamics for Alanine Dipep-
tide

First, to assess the effect of employing underdamped dynamics using the semigroup objective (8),
we directly compare rate calculations for a peptide fragment in the underdamped and overdamped
case. We simulated alanine dipeptide with the Charmm27 force field [31] in vacuum at 300K,
which is a widely used and straightforward benchmark system for enhanced sampling methods.
Though it is not a particularly challenging benchmark, it offers a useful comparison because it is
tractable even when using the 0.01 femtosecond time step required for numerical stability with an
overdamped integrator.

In Fig. 3 (𝑎), we show the high-dimensional committor projected onto the backbone dihedrals.
The potential of mean force is shown as filled contours, which we obtained using umbrella sampling.
The transition isosurface where 𝑞 = 1

2 sits at the transition states for the 𝐶ax
7 ↔ 𝐶

eq
7 isomerization,

consistent with expectations. Interestingly, it captures all reaction pathways accurately. We also
plot the quantity 𝑞(1−𝑞) in Fig. 3 (𝑏), which obtains its maximal value when 𝑞 = 1

2 and symmetrizes
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Figure 3: Results on overdamped alanine dipeptide. (a) Committor isosurfaces on the pontential
of mean force in [𝜙, 𝜓] - dihedral space. (b) Running rate estimates for both directions of the
𝐶ax
7 ↔ 𝐶

eq
7 , represented as the average rate estimate from the previous 500 steps of the algorithm.

Rate estimates from a long equilibrium simulation are shown for comparison. (c) Relative transition
probability 𝑞(1 − 𝑞) on a logarithmic scale in [𝜙, 𝜓] - dihedral space. (d) Final estimates of mean
first passage times compared with estimates from a long equilibrium trajectory.
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the reactive probability flow lines. By taking the negative logarithm of this quantity, we see that
the variation in probability near basins is well resolved.

Using the online estimate of the committor together with the reactive flux out of the basins 𝐴

and 𝐵, we estimate transition rates. Fig. 3 (𝑐) shows a rolling average of the previous 500 rate
estimates as a function of total sampling time. At early times, the representation of the committor
function is imprecise, causing substantial error in the rate. As the representation of the committor
improves, the rate stabilizes within the correct order of magnitude. Note that the mean first
passage time for the transition is 38 ns and with 2 ns of total sampling time, we obtain accurate
rate estimates.

The underdamped case, for which it is difficult to guarantee the assumption of Markovianity
a priori, shows remarkably similar performance. In the case of underdamped dynamics, we ini-
tialize each trajectory in a swarm with a velocity randomly sampled from the Maxwell-Botlzmann
distribution, thus effectively integrating out the velocity portion of phase space, and we continue
to condition our estimate of the committor on the configuration of the molecule only. As shown
in Fig. 4 (𝑎) and (𝑏), we obtain committor isosurfaces that sit near the saddles of the free energy
surface plotted in dihedral coordinates. The high energy saddle near (100o, 100o) is not well re-
solved, but this pathway contributes negligibly to the overall reactive flux. The moving average of
the online rate estimate again starts with a significant overestimate, but as the committor repre-
sentation is trained, the predicted rate approaches a value close to the empirically measured rate
for both the 𝐴 → 𝐵 and 𝐵 → 𝐴 transition. As before, the total sampling time required to predict
both transition rates accurately is a small fraction of the mean first passage time. Of course, the
simulations run for our rate estimator are also trivially parallelizable.

5.2 Estimating transition rates with metastable intermediates: Aib9 Isomer-
ization

We also examined the performance of our rate estimation algorithm on an example that features
challenges more characteristic of complex biophysical dynamics. While the system is still small,
the synthetic peptide Aib9 features intermediate metastability [32], which complicates the com-
putation of a rate. As a result, in this case, we do not fix a constant 𝜏 and instead incorporate
a random stopping time for the swarms, which is contingent upon basin membership for at least
one configuration. We simulated this system using the Amber15-IPQ force field [33] in vacuum at
500K.

In Fig. 5 (𝑎) and (𝑏) we show the estimated high-dimensional committor projected onto the
backbone dihedral angles of the fifth amino acid in the nine amino acid chain. The potential of
mean force for this coordinate is shown as filled contours for reference, which we obtained from a
long unbiased simulation. Because of the metastable intermediates, the total sampling time needed
to estimate the transition rate exceeds the mean first passage time by an order of magnitude. This
occurs because we need values of the lag time 𝜏 that exceed the residence time in the intermediate
metastable states. While a naive implementation of our algorithm is unlikely to be computationally
efficient in this case, the rate estimates we make, shown in Fig. 5 (𝑐) and (𝑑), are within error of
the empirical estimate.

Furthermore, we obtain independently useful information about the transition state through
knowledge of the committor. For example, we can sample the transition state, as shown in Fig. 6,
which illustrates the non-obvious characteristic of the reaction pathway that the synthetic peptide
collapses during isomerization. This analysis illustrates a powerful use of the committor to design
and test intuitive reaction coordinates with no additional simulation requirements.
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Figure 4: Results on underdamped alanine dipeptide. (a) Committor isosurfaces on the pontential
of mean force in [𝜙, 𝜓] - dihedral space. (b) Running rate estimates for both directions of the
𝐶ax
7 ↔ 𝐶

eq
7 , represented as the average rate estimate from the previous 200 steps of the algorithm.

Rate estimates from a long equilibrium simulation are shown for comparison. (c) Relative transition
probability 𝑞(1 − 𝑞) on a logarithmic scale in [𝜙, 𝜓] - dihedral space. (d) Final estimates of mean
first passage times compared with estimates from a long equilibrium trajectory.
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Figure 5: Results on the AIB9 system. (a) Committor isosurfaces on the pontential of mean force
in the [𝜙, 𝜓] - dihedral space of the middle residue. (b) Running rate estimates for both directions
of helix isomerization, represented as the average rate estimate from the previous 200 steps of the
algorithm. The rate estimate from a long equilibrium simulation are shown for comparison. (c)
Relative transition probability 𝑞(1 − 𝑞) on a logarithmic scale in the [𝜙, 𝜓] - dihedral space of the
middle residue. (d) Final estimates of the mean first passage time compared with estimates from
a long equilibrium trajectory.
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Figure 6: With only information characterizing the two metastable helical configurations of AIB9,
our algorithm samples a transition state ensemble. The end-to-end distance of the transition state
ensemble is shown to be much smaller than the helical configuration, suggesting that the formation
of contacts between the terminal residues of AIB9 is an important step in the isomerization process.

6 Conclusions

The formulation of efficient and stable objective functions for the committor have led to numer-
ous works seeking to learn this ideal reaction coordinate from molecular dynamics simulation
data. These algorithms build upon general purpose machine learning strategies for solving high-
dimensional PDEs with a neural network ansatz [22]. We have shown that combining a variational
objective for the Feynman-Kac fomulation of the committor with an iterative importance sampling
scheme enables accurate parameterization of this high-dimensional function. This algorithm is ag-
nostic to the underlying sampling distribution [7], meaning that reweighted adaptive importance
sampling can be avoided so long as the transition interfaces are well sampled.

Access to a representation of the high-dimensional committor also enables rate estimates using
the Hill relation. We show that for single barrier isomerization reactions, these estimators are
computationally efficient and provide very accurate rate estimates. Our estimator performs well
in part due to the optimization of the committor using a logarithmic loss function, which we show
has a statistical bias but that this bias is easily controlled. For a more complex reaction featuring
multiple metastable intermediates, the computational cost of rate estimates remains high due to a
breakdown of the assumption of Markovianity.

Because our focus in the present work is the overall sampling scheme, we intentionally used
simple neural network architectures. Of course, we believe there will be advantages in exploring
the rapidly growing literature on neural network architectures appropriate for chemical systems [34–
36], and it will be beneficial to assess representations that are more tailored to proteins in the future.
Additionally, there are natural opportunities to combine the algorithms that we have developed with
reaction coordinate learning [3, 37] and other enhanced sampling strategies [38, 39]. Furthermore,

14



combining the approach we have taken here with algorithms more naturally suited to metastable
intermediates, such as Markov state models [40], presents a natural opportunity.
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reaction time for metastable processes, November 2022. URL http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.

09790. arXiv:2008.09790 [cs, math].

16

https://www.nature.com/articles/s43588-023-00428-z
https://www.nature.com/articles/s43588-023-00428-z
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/wcms.31
https://proceedings.mlr.press/v145/rotskoff22a.html
https://proceedings.mlr.press/v145/rotskoff22a.html
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.3c00028
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.3c00028
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jpclett.2c01807
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.3c00821
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.09790
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.09790


[20] Eric Vanden-Eijnden and Fabio A. Tal. Transition state theory: Variational formulation,
dynamical corrections, and error estimates. The Journal of Chemical Physics, 123(18):184103,
November 2005. ISSN 0021-9606. doi: 10.1063/1.2102898. URL http://aip.scitation.

org/doi/full/10.1063/1.2102898. Publisher: American Institute of Physics.

[21] Grigorios A. Pavliotis. Stochastic Processes and Applications: Diffusion Processes, the Fokker-
Planck and Langevin Equations, volume 60 of Texts in Applied Mathematics. Springer New
York, New York, NY, 2014. ISBN 978-1-4939-1322-0 978-1-4939-1323-7. doi: 10.1007/
978-1-4939-1323-7. URL http://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-1-4939-1323-7.

[22] George Em Karniadakis, Ioannis G. Kevrekidis, Lu Lu, Paris Perdikaris, Sifan Wang, and
Liu Yang. Physics-informed machine learning. Nature Reviews Physics, 3(6):422–440, June
2021. ISSN 2522-5820. doi: 10.1038/s42254-021-00314-5. URL http://www.nature.com/

articles/s42254-021-00314-5.

[23] Laura J. S. Lopes and Tony Lelièvre. Analysis of the adaptive multilevel split-
ting method on the isomerization of alanine dipeptide. Journal of Computa-
tional Chemistry, 40(11):1198–1208, 2019. ISSN 1096-987X. doi: 10.1002/jcc.
25778. URL https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/jcc.25778. eprint:
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/jcc.25778.

[24] H. A. Kramers. Brownian motion in a field of force and the diffusion model of chemical
reactions. Physica, 7(4):284–304, April 1940. ISSN 0031-8914. doi: 10.1016/S0031-8914(40)
90098-2.

[25] Rosalind J. Allen, Chantal Valeriani, and Pieter Rein ten Wolde. Forward flux sampling for
rare event simulations. Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter, 21(46):463102, October 2009.
ISSN 0953-8984. doi: 10.1088/0953-8984/21/46/463102. URL https://doi.org/10.1088/

0953-8984/21/46/463102. Publisher: IOP Publishing.

[26] Titus S. van Erp and Peter G. Bolhuis. Elaborating transition interface sampling methods.
Journal of Computational Physics, 205(1):157–181, May 2005. ISSN 0021-9991. doi: 10.1016/
j.jcp.2004.11.003.

[27] Frédéric Cérou and Arnaud Guyader. Adaptive Multilevel Splitting for Rare Event Analysis.
Stochastic Analysis and Applications, 25(2):417–443, February 2007. ISSN 0736-2994. doi:
10.1080/07362990601139628.

[28] J. Katsnelson and S. Kotz. On the upper limits of some measures of variability. Archiv
für Meteorologie, Geophysik und Bioklimatologie, Serie B, 8(1):103–107, January 1957. ISSN
1434-4483. doi: 10.1007/BF02260299. URL https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02260299.
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A Computational Specifications and Parameter Choice

All of our simulations were run with OpenMM 7.6.0 [41]. A GitHub repository containing the
code we used to run our experiments can be found at https://github.com/rotskoff-group/sc_
committor_rates.

A.1 Choice of lag time

In principle, for the importance sampling phase, 𝜏 should be chosen to be on a simliar scale to the
molecular relaxation time. This prevents our committor-greedy sampling scheme from inefficiently
generating correlated samples and from exploring energetically unreasonable regions of state space
(as would be the case with 𝜏 too small) while still allowing for fluctuations in the direction of
reaction (which would relax away with 𝜏 too large). In practice, we have found it advantageous to
avoid the small-𝜏 regime by setting a time interval 𝑡stride and evolve each swarm in multiples of this
interval before checking for a stopping criterion. In other words, only every 𝑡stride do we check the
basin membership of each trajectory in the swarm, and we stop evolving the swarm if one or more
trajectories has entered a basin. Thus, 𝑡stride can be thought of as an effective minimum value for 𝜏.
In the case of a 𝑡stride equal to a single integration, we found that the stopping criterion led to swarms
with 𝜏 on the order of only a few integration steps near a basin, leading to issues associated with
the small-𝜏 regime. While choosing a larger 𝑡stride could theoretically bias committor estimation
near the basins, our results demonstrate that such a bias has minimal effect on rate estimation.
The nature of the effect of 𝑡stride on committor estimation is left to future work.

A.2 Overdamped Alanine Dipeptide

We simulated the overdamped alanine dipeptide system using OpenMM’s Brownian integrator,
with a time step of 0.01 fs, a friction coefficient of 1/ps, and hydrogen-bond restraints. Basins
A and B were defined by a circle of radius 10o in [𝜙, 𝜓]-dihedral space around the coordinates
[−150o, 170o] and [90o,−50o], respectively. We ran initial equilibrium simulations in each basin
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and collected a boundary ensemble of 1000 configurations from each. For the sampling process, we
chose swarms of size 𝑘 = 100 and maximum length 𝜏 = 10 fs, with 𝑡stride = 0.1 fs, stopping early if
a swarm trajectory re-entered a basin. We ran the simulation for a total of 48 hours on a single
GPU, during which the algorithm sampled roughly 8000 configurations; this represents 8 × 105

swarm endpoints used in the process of committor training, and about 2 ns of total simulation
time, equivalent to 2 × 108 total integration steps. For reference, the mean first passage time for
the 𝐴 −→ 𝐵 transition in this system is on the order of 109 steps.

The neural network used to compute the committor was implemented in PyTorch using the
architecture described in Section 5. After each sampling step, the committor was trained using
full-batch stochastic gradient descent using the ADAM optimizer [42] with a learning rate of 10−4

for 100 iterations. Alternate approaches that involve batching, alternative network architectures,
or periodic recomputations of the target committor value 1

𝑘

∑𝑘
𝑗=1 𝑞𝜃 (𝒙𝒙𝑖 , 𝑗

𝜏 )) are possible, but we
leave these to future work.

A.3 Underdamped Alanine Dipeptide

We simulated underdamped alanine dipeptide system using the Langevin BAOAB integrator [43]
from the OpenMMTools package, with a time step of 1 fs, a friction coefficient of 1/ps, and hydrogen-
bond restraints. Basins A and B were defined identically to the overdamped case, and we collected
the same number of configurations from each boundary ensemble. The swarm size was again chosen
to be 𝑘 = 100; however, we chose 𝜏 = 100 fs and chose the 𝑡stride to be an identical value; in the
case of underdamped dynamics, the small 𝜏 regime is especially dangerous as the assumption of
Markovianity in configuration space breaks down. Again, we terminated swarm evolution early if a
swarm trajectory re-entered a basin. We also ran this simulation for a total of 48 hours on a single
GPU, sampling roughly 5800 configurations over 55 ns. The training regime was again identical to
the overdamped case.

A.4 Underdamped AIB9

We also simulated the AIB9 system using the Langevin BAOAB integrator from the OpenMMTools
package, with a time step of 1 fs, a friction coefficient of 1/ps, and hydrogen-bond restraints. Basins
A and B were defined by a circle of radius 10 in [𝜙, 𝜓]-dihedral space around the coordinates
[−60,−40] and [60, 40], respectively. We ran initial equilibrium simulations in each basin and
collected a boundary ensemble of 1000 configurations from each. We chose swarms of size 𝑘 = 100
and 𝑡stride = 1 ps; we did not set a fixed value for 𝜏 and instead propagated each swarm until at
least one swarm trajectory re-entered a basin. We ran the simulation for a total of 96 hours on
a single GPU, during which the algorithm sampled roughly 8400 configurations. Because of long
𝜏 in this system, a total of roughly 2.75 𝜇s was required to sample these configurations and their
swarms. The neural network architecture used for this system mirrors that of alanine dipeptide.

B Comparison of rate estimates using loss with and without log-
arithmic correction

To evaluate the influence of the logarithmic correction on the loss function, we compared rate
estimates on a two-dimensional potential with an intermediate and two reaction channels. We
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consider the potential

𝑉 (𝑥) =
4∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐴𝑖𝑒
(𝑥−𝜇𝑖 )2 (26)

with 𝐴1 = 30, 𝐴2 = −30, 𝐴3 = −50, 𝐴4 = −50 and 𝜇1 = (0, 1/3)𝑇 𝜇1 = (0, 5/3)𝑇 , 𝜇1 = (−1, 0)𝑇 ,
𝜇1 = (1, 0)𝑇 , and use overdamped dynamics with 𝛽 = 1. We solved the committor function nu-
merically exactly using the finite element method and used this exact solution to quantify the
signed committor error. The results unambiguously demonstrate the superiority of the logarithmic
objective, which we also have found to be the case in molecular transition rate estimates.
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Figure 7: We directly compare optimization of the rate online calculation using the two channel
potential (26). Each row shows estimated committor contours alongside each configuration’s relative
contribution to the loss (left), the rate estimate (center), including the signed error relative to a
numerically exact solution (right). The top row shows a committor optimized with mean squared
error. The bottom row uses the logarithmic objective.
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